the eclipses that may be caused by tidally induced pulsations. The authors warn that they had "not attempted to characterise the level of systematic error" in the parameters they derived. Lester & Gies (2018) analysed the same data together with new radial velocity (RV) measurements. The binary star model they used gave a poor fit to the light curve through the secondary eclipse so the radii they derive may be subject to significant systematic error. The standard errors they quote on the stellar masses based on N = 14 pairs of RV measurements are clearly underestimated. The RMS (root-mean square) of the residuals from their spectroscopic orbit fit to these RVs is σ ≈ 3.6 km s −1 so the semi-amplitudes of the spectroscopic orbit are expected to have errors σ K ≈ σ/ N/2 = 1.4 km s −1 (Montgomery & O'Donoghue 1999) , cf. the quoted errors of 0.27 km s −1 . Table 1 shows the absolute parameters for BW Aqr derived from an improved analysis of the Kepler K2 light curve plus the RV measurements from both Imbert (1979) and Lester & Gies (2018) . The light curve data used are identical to those shown in Maxted & Hutcheon (2018) . We used ellc version 1.8.0
2 to model the light curve using the power-2 limb darkening law, I λ (µ) = 1 − c (1 − µ α ), with the same parameters c and α for both stars and with Gaussian priors on the parameters h 1 = 1 − c (1 − 2 −α ) = 0.78 ± 0.02 and h 2 = c2 −α = 0.44 ± 0.10 (Maxted 2018). The "default" grid size in ellc was used so that numerical noise is less than 60 ppm. Other details of the fit to the light curve are similar to those described in Maxted & Hutcheon (2018) .
Each pair of consecutive primary and secondary eclipses in the K2 light curve were analysed separately using the emcee algorithm to determine the median of the posterior probability distributions (PPDs) for the model parameters. The results shown in Table 1 are calculated from the mean and its standard error from these 10 median values. The RV measurements were fit simultaneously with the times of mid-eclipse from Lester & Gies (2018) and Volkov & Chochol (2014) using the model omdot to account for apsidal motion (Maxted et al. 2015) . The values in Table 1 with their robust error estimates from the standard deviation of the mean are consistent with the values and errors from Maxted & Hutcheon (2018) based on the PPD calculated using emcee for a fit to the entire K2 light curve. 
